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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
SHREWSBURY, MASSACHUSETTS 

AGENDA 
 
 
 

Regular Meeting:  Tuesday, May 26, 2015, 6:30 PM 
Location:  Old Selectmen’s Room – Municipal Office Building – 100 Maple Avenue 
                                         
                                                                                                                                                                                                           
1. Review and Approve Minutes 
 
2. Sign Bills 
 
3. Public Hearings 
 

6:30 PM 1 Lahinch Lane – Herbert & Kelly Lade 
Special Permit – Deck (side setback) 

 
196 Main Street – Craig Hokanson 
Use Variance – Continuation of chiropractic & massage therapy business 

 
40 Eastern Point Drive – Eastern Point Condominium Trust 

  Variance – Shed (front setback & proximity to dwelling unit) 
 

7:00 PM 193 Boston Turnpike – Douglas Thomson 
  Variance – Outdoor retail sales 
 

4. New Business   136 Prospect Street – Birch Brush Realty Trust/Khaja Shamsuddin – Request for Withdrawal 
       Variance – Lot size 

 
5. Old Business    Master Plan Update 
 
6. Correspondence  
 

  



 
TOWN OF SHREWSBURY 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
RICHARD D. CARNEY MUNICIPAL OFFICE BUILDING 
100 MAPLE AVENUE 
SHREWSBURY, MA 
 
May 26, 2015   6:30 PM 
To hear the appeal of Herbert and Kelly Lade, 1 Lahinch Lane, Shrewsbury MA, for a Special Permit to 
the Town of Shrewsbury Zoning Bylaw under Section IV-B, to remove and replace an existing non-
conforming deck 26 feet from the side property line in the Rural A District upon property located at 1 
Lahinch Lane. The subject premise is described on the Shrewsbury Assessor’s Tax Plate 36 Plot 104. 
 
May 26, 2015   6:30 PM  
To hear the appeal of Dr. Craig Hokanson, 196 Main Street, Shrewsbury MA, for a Variance to the 
Town of Shrewsbury Zoning Bylaw Section VI-Table I, to allow a chiropractic and massage therapy 
business in the Rural B District upon property located at 196 Main Street. The subject premise is 
described on the Shrewsbury Assessor’s Tax Plate 20 Plot 2-5. 
 
May 26, 2015   6:30 PM  
To hear the appeal of Eastern Point Condominium Trust, 120 Shrewsbury Street, Boylston MA, for two 
Variances to the Town of Shrewsbury Zoning Bylaw under Section VII-Table II and Section VII-C, to 
construct an 8 foot x 12 foot utility shed 13.2 feet from the front property line and 4 feet away from 
residential building number 39 in the Multi-Family-2 District upon property located at 40 Eastern Point 
Drive. The subject premise is described on the Shrewsbury Assessor’s Tax Plate 25 Plot 17. 
 
May 26, 2015   7:00 PM  
To hear the appeal of Douglas Thomson, 8 Baker Street, Warren RI, for a Variance to the Town of 
Shrewsbury Zoning Bylaw under Section VI-Table I, to operate an outdoor retail sales business in the 
Commercial Business District upon property located at 193 Boston Turnpike, 15 Baker Avenue, 24 
Lake View Avenue, and 7 Cliff Street.  The subject premise is described on the Shrewsbury Assessor’s 
Tax Tax Plate 32, Plots 95, 71, 58, 66. 
 
Paul M. George, Clerk   

 
 

 
 

 

WORCESTER TELEGRAM:  Fridays, May 8 & May 15, 2015 



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
April 27, 2015 

  
LOCATION:   Selectmen’s Meeting Room, Municipal Office Building   
  
MEMBERS PRESENT: Ronald Rosen, Chair 
   Paul George, Clerk 
   Fred Confalone 
   Melvin Gordon  
   Dale Schaetzke 
 
Mr. Rosen opened the meeting at 6:30PM and reviewed the procedures.  
 
Minutes: 
Both the February 23, 2015 minutes and the March 30, 2015 minutes were presented for approval.  

 
VOTE TAKEN:  
Motion:  Mr. Gordon moved to approve both sets of minutes. Mr. George seconded. Motion 
carried. 
Minutes:  The minutes of the February 23, 2015 and March 30, 2015 meetings were 
unanimously approved. 

 
Sign Bills: 
Mr. Rosen announced the following bills: 
 

 $149.50 to the Telegram & Gazette for the March 30, 2015 legal notices. 
Total = $149.50 
 

VOTE TAKEN:  
Motion:  Mr. George moved to approve the bills. Mr. Schaetzke seconded. Motion carried. 
Bills:  The bill was unanimously approved and signed. 

 
Hearing 1: 
Request for Withdrawal 
307 Main Street – Madirock, Inc. 
Use Variance – Catering business and public relations/publishing business 
 
Acting Board members included Mr. Rosen, Mr. Confalone, Mr. George, Mr. Gordon, and Mr. 
Schaetzke. 
 
Presentation 
 Atty. Richard Ricker requested a withdrawal of the petition. He reminded the Board that the 

application had not been signed by the owner, and the hearing had been continued from the March 

TELEPHONE 
(508) 841-8512 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
RICHARD D. CARNEY MUNICIPAL OFFICE BUILDING 

100 MAPLE AVENUE 
SHREWSBURY, MA  01545-5398 

Draft 
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meeting. Now the owner and appellant will not be moving forward with the tentative agreement they 
had originally formed. 

Board Questions 
 None. 
Abutters 
 As there were no comments from the public, the hearing was closed. 
Board Discussion 
 None.  
 

VOTE TAKEN: 
Motion:  Mr. Gordon moved to accept the withdrawal 307 Main Street. Mr. Schaetzke seconded. 
Motion carried. 
Hearing 1:  The request for withdrawal for 307 Main Street was unanimously accepted. 

 
Hearing 2: 
12-16 Harrington Avenue – Carl Abbascia 
Special Permit – Operate an outdoor food vending business 
 

Mr. Rosen read the legal notice into the record. Other acting Board members included Mr. Confalone, 
Mr. George, Mr. Gordon, and Mr. Schaetzke. 
 
Presentation 
 Mr. Abbascia and his son, Corey Abbascia, were present.  
 Mr. Abbascia said he would like to have a hotdog cart at this address, which is across from the old 

Spag’s Schoolhouse. He has experience in the food business. As submitted in his plan to the 
Building Inspector, he would like to have a food cart and four (4) picnic tables to the left of the 
property. He would like to be open seven (7) days a week seasonally, from mid-March to November. 
He submitted a photo of the type of food cart he planned to order (H2:E1). 

Board Questions 
 Mr. Rosen asked what his hours would be. For lunch time, so 10am-3pm, to start. If successful, for 

supper as well, so 10am to 7pm overall. 
 Mr. Rosen also asked about the dumpster placed on the next lot over and whether he owned that 

property too. Mr. Abbascia, No, it has been there for a long time. It is a private way, and no one 
travels there. Ms. Las confirmed it is Johnson Way and that it is private land. 

 Mr. Gordon asked if they had their common victualler’s license yet. Mr. Abbascia said it was in 
process. He added that his son was taking the allergy and “Serve Safe” classes now (as required by 
the Health Department). 

 Mr. Confalone verified that there would be four (4) picnic tables and two (2) trash barrels. 
 Mr. George asked if the swing sets he sells will remain placed in the same area. Yes, they will be off 

to the side. He will have no more than three (3). People can look at them, and children can play on 
them as well. 

 Mr. Gordon commented that this area is next to a busy street. With children being on the property, 
will there be a provision to keep them safe? Mr. Abbascia said the current fence there would remain. 
He will remove a small portion of it on the opposite end in order to add a gate. He added that he has 
thirty (30) parking spots. When he had shown the layout to the Building Inspector, she had said it 
looked OK. Mr. Rosen asked if his employees could park in the back area. Mr. Abbascia, Yes, they 
will in the spots numbered 1-9. 

 Ms. Las returned to the dumpster discussion. She asked if it could be relocated to his own property. 
Mr. Rosen also asked if he had an arrangement with the current owner of the property it was located 
on. Mr. Abbascia was unsure. Mr. Gordon said that that property used to be owned by Bob Bonin. 
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Mr. Abbascia said that he has owned this property for seventeen (17) years, and that since that time 
it had always been that way. Mr. George offered that it would probably be too difficult to empty the 
dumpster if it was within the fenced in area. Mr. Abbascia agreed that was true. Mr. Gordon 
suggested the dumpster at least be well-maintained and that a lock be kept on it. Mr. Abbascia 
agreed. 

Abutters 
 As there were no comments from the public, the hearing was closed. 
Board Discussion 
 The Board discussed the conditions, including time of year and hours of operation. 
 

VOTE TAKEN:  
Motion:  Mr. Gordon moved to approve the Special Permit for 12-16 Harrington Avenue, with 
the conditions discussed. Mr. Schaetzke seconded. Motion carried. 
Hearing 2:  The Special Permit for 12-16 Harrington Avenue was unanimously approved with 
the following conditions: 

1. May operate seasonally from March to November. 
2. May operate daily during that time from 10am to 7pm. 

 
Hearing 3: 
136 Prospect Street – Khaja Shamsuddin 
Variance – Lot size 
 
Mr. Rosen read the legal notice into the record. Other acting Board members included Mr. Confalone, 
Mr. George, Mr. Gordon, and Mr. Schaetzke. 
 
Presentation  
 Khaja Shamsuddin and his engineer, Carol Redden from H.S. & T Group, were present.  
 Ms. Redden explained that the site plans she was submitting (H3:E1-3) superseded the plans 

originally submitted with the application.  
 There are three (3) parcels of land involved: 136 and140 Prospect Street and Parcel A. They had 

gone before the Planning Board recently for a definitive subdivision, which was granted. Then in 
discussion with the Planning Board and abutters, it was later suggested that a common driveway 
might prove to be a better solution for some of the issues presented.  

 The neighbors appealed the Planning Board’s definitive plan approval. 
 Zoning requires a minimum of 37,500 square feet for a rear lot for a single family home in this 

district. For three (3) homes, a total of 112,500 square feet is needed in this case. Two of the lots 
meet this requirement, but the third lot (#136) does not, although it does meet the rear lot frontage 
requirement. 

 The approved subdivision plan was displayed, along with the proposed plan. Ms. Redden pointed out 
that in considering the common driveway proposal, there are some improvements to the new plan. 
The proposal would reduce the overall construction area by approximately 33% and the impervious 
area by approximately 23%. In effect, there would be less tree cutting overall and offer somewhat 
more privacy for the neighboring lots. In the approved subdivision, both a septic system and a storm 
basin would be required. However, with a common driveway, the new house at 136 Prospect St 
could be hooked up to water and sewer. Also, with a far less impervious/developed area, the 
stormwater/drainage system could be significantly reduced. 

 Ms. Redden summarized that the hardship was not having enough land area/lot size, unless it is done 
as a subdivision. She also argued it would not derogate from the Bylaw or the public good because it 
would not impact the neighboring lots. In fact, it would be an improved design because of the 
smaller impervious footprint overall for the common driveway vs. the subdivision. 
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Board Questions 
 Mr. Gordon commented that he and the Town Engineer had driven by earlier in the day and had 

noted that five (5) truckloads of gravel had been brought to the site. He asked where it had come 
from. Mr. Shamsuddin said from his other building project on Vinnie Way. Mr. Gordon asked if he 
had notified anyone that that fill was due to arrive before it happened. Mr. Shamsuddin said he had 
told the owner of the property. Mr. Gordon admonished Mr. Shamsuddin for “sneaking” something 
onto the property when he hadn’t notified the neighbors, who already had concerns regarding the 
project. He reminded him - as the builder – that he was their neighbor for the present until the houses 
were sold, and that he should be more sensitive to their concerns especially if he wanted to maintain 
good relations and continue to build in Shrewsbury.  

 Mr. Gordon asked how wide the common driveway would be. Ms. Redden replied it would be 
eighteen (18) feet, instead of the twenty-two (22) feet that was previously planned in the subdivision. 

 Mr. Gordon asked for more detail on the drainage plan. Ms. Redden explained the land would be 
pitched toward swales, a yard drain, and a catch basin for the overland flow, then it would flow into 
a subsurface detention system. Mr. Rosen followed with whether this would include the runoff on 
the right side. Yes. 

Abutters 
 Atty. Kevin Byrne, was present to represent abutters Kim & David Long, 3 Tip Pond Rd, and Beth 

and Scott Wasson, 5 Tip Pond Rd. He explained they had also appeared before the Planning Board. 
After the subdivision was granted, they filed an appeal in Worcester Superior Court. Their main 
objection was because of the over-maximization of the lot, the site was going to have to be 
completely clear cut. Atty. Byrne also argued that if it were not a subdivision, it would not have to 
become a public road maintained by the town. Perc tests done there also found that the soil is not 
ideal for a septic system. They have also learned since then that that the site would require 
substantial fill to adjust the grading. Mr. Rodolakis of the Planning Board suggested that perhaps a 
common driveway would not overwhelm the lot and could be considered. The Longs and the 
Wassons feel this newly proposed plan is more appropriate and are now in favor of it.  

 Tim Woodcome, 132 Prospect St, asked for clarification as to what the exact issue was that brought 
the applicant before the Board. Mr. Rosen and Ms. Redden explained that the lot closest to his home 
is short on the lot size required by 10,000 square feet. They confirmed that the side yard setback 
would be in compliance at eleven (11) feet. Mr Woodcome followed with questions on tree clearing 
and whether house #136 would be demolished. The demolition was confirmed. Then Ms. Las 
explained that if the Variance was approved, the applicant would go back before the Planning Board 
for a Special Permit for the common driveway, then further details on tree clearing, utilities, and 
storm water management would be worked out there. 

 Jean Karen Holley, 137 Prospect St, asked for clarification on where the entrance to the driveway 
would be located. Ms. Redden explained that the subdivision plan had it across from the mid-point 
of Ms. Holley’s front yard. But the new proposed plan would move it to the south, closer to Mr. 
Woodcome’s property.  

Board Discussion 
 Mr. Rosen said he would prefer to see two (2) houses on the lots. He also said he preferred that the 

court appeal process proceed; otherwise, a Zoning Board decision circumvents the legal process. 
 Mr. George agreed with Mr. Rosen that the existing house and one (1) new house would be enough. 
 Mr. Gordon did not think the plan derogated from the Bylaw. He thought less impervious area was 

be better, and that if they also had the option to tie into sewer that was better than having a large 
septic system. He reminded them that the Planning Board had suggested this Variance as a possible 
solution.  

 Mr. Confalone was in favor because it would be a less intrusive plan to the neighborhood, i.e., less 
tree cutting, etc.  
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 Mr. Schaetzke saw the advantages to the less intrusive plan, yet understood Mr. Rosen’s objections. 
 Ms. Las confirmed that there is no increase or decrease in the number of homes planned for the 

subdivision vs. this Variance plan.  
 

VOTE TAKEN:  
Motion:  Mr. Gordon moved to approve Variance for 136 Prospect Street. Mr. Schaetzke 
seconded. Mr. George and Mr. Rosen opposed. Motion was denied. 
Hearing 3:  The Variance for 136 Prospect Street was denied, 3-2. 

 
Hearing 4: 
73 Summer Street – Matt George 
Special Permit – Construct an in-law apartment 
 

Mr. Rosen informed Mr. Rosen read the legal notice into the record. Other acting Board members 
included Mr. Confalone, Mr. George, Mr. Gordon, and Mr. Schaetzke. 
 
Presentation 
 Abby and Matt George were present.  
 Ms. George explained that they would like to construct an in-law apartment for her parents. Her 

parents own living situation has become unsustainable due to various reasons including her father’s 
health. Also, her mother assists them with the care of their children. The new construction would be 
one (1) level only.  

Board Questions 
 Mr. Gordon asked if they had spoken to their neighbors about it. Yes. 
 Mr. Gordon asked if their current home was one (1) level now. No, two (2). 
 Mr. Gordon also asked if they would be eliminating the existing garage. The existing garage will 

become the in-law living space and then a new garage will be built.  
 Mr. Rosen checked that the restrictions to do with an in-law were understood – that the residents of 

it must be blood relatives and that the permit dissolves with a change in ownership. They agreed. 
Abutters 
 Ken Mangan, 74 Summer St, commented that they were wonderful neighbors and that he was in 

favor of the project. 
 As there were no additional comments from the public, the hearing was closed. 
Board Discussion 
 None. 
 

VOTE TAKEN:  
Motion:  Mr. Gordon moved to approve the Special Permit for 73 Summer Street. Mr. Schaetzke 
seconded. Motion carried. 
Hearing 4:  The Special Permit for 73 Summer Street was unanimously approved with the usual 
conditions for an in-law: 

1. The occupants must be blood relatives of the owners. 
2. The Special Permit will sunset with a change in ownership. 

 
Hearing 5: 
1000 Main Street – Shrewsbury Farmer’s Market, LLC 
Special Permit Amendment – Operate a farmers’ market 
 

Mr. Rosen read the legal notice into the record. Other acting Board members included Mr. Confalone, 
Mr. George, Mr. Gordon, and Mr. Schaetzke. 



Minutes of the Zoning Board of Appeals  April 27, 2015 

Page 6 of 8 

Presentation 
 Missy Hollenback and Mackenzie May, the market’s co-market managers, were present.  
 Ms. Hollenback reminded the Board that they were before them a year ago for approval to open a 

Farmers Market. After being in operation for a season, they would now like to make some changes. 
Ski Ward had suggested they change their location within the Ski Ward property. The market co-
managers requested three changes to the existing Special Permit: 

1. To move the location of the Farmers Market from “Zone 6” of Ski Ward’s layout to “Zone 
1”, which is closer to the Ski Ward building. The reasons for this are: 

a) the current location is very rocky and people have had a difficult time walking around,  
b) the current location is nearer the traveled road and the entrance/exits, a lot of dust gets 
kicked up, 
c) the new location would be closer to the main building where the bathroom facilities 
and handicapped parking are located. However, they would also like permission to move 
back to Zone 6 if they need be, e.g., a storm knocks trees down in Zone 1 requiring 
extensive clean-up first. 

2. To increase the number of vendors from twenty-two (22) to thirty (30) total. They are hoping 
to offer more variety in the types of vendors going forward as well. 

3. To be able to offer live music. This was a common comment heard last season, and they have 
found that most other farmers markets in the area do offer this. They acknowledged that Ski 
Ward is not currently zoned for music.   

Board Questions 
 Mr. Rosen asked why the layout plan submitted showed forty (40) vendor spaces instead of the thirty 

(30) they were requesting. Ms. May said that that layout had been developed to show Ski Ward their 
intentions; it was shown at its absolute maximum, which they do not intend at this time. She added 
that when they had met with the Building Inspector with their application materials, Ms. Sheehan 
said it was acceptable to submit. Ms. Hollenback added that they will be before the next Town 
Meeting and the Planning Board to request an amendment to the Farmers Market definition to 
include artisans and craftspeople. They have set 12% as their limit for this new category of vendors 
so as to keep the overall theme of a farmers market, whatever the total number of vendors becomes 
in future. Mr. Rosen followed with whether they really wanted forty (40) vendors eventually. No, 
although they are hoping for more variety in the food and artisan vendors, Ms. May said they did not 
want it to become too large or have the quality decline. 

 Mr. George asked if the music would be acoustic or amplified. Ms. Hollenback answered that they 
first thought they would be asking for acoustic. However, after further research, they found if it were 
not amplified it would not be heard unless one was standing close by. It is intended as background 
music though and will not be too loud. 

 Mr. George followed with where on the grounds the musicians would set up. Ms. May pointed out 
the area on the layout and explained that it would be on the grassy end, near the gondola. 

 Mr. Gordon commented that he had no issues with these particular requests, but he had concerns that 
they may continually be back before the Board for more requests. Ms. Hollenback replied that they 
had first requested twenty-two (22) vendors because that is what Westborough’s farmers market had. 
But after having done more research on other farmers markets in the area and having thought 
through their own needs, they will have room to grow with these particular requests. Ms. May 
agreed that if they had to come back before the Board in future, it would not be for several years. 

 Mr. Gordon asked Ms. Las if there had been any complaints logged with the Police Department over 
the past year. No, and the abutters seemed to have had no issues either. 

 Mr. Gordon added that the dust might be able to be kept down if the ground was watered 
beforehand.  

 Mr. George asked if they had spoken to the neighbors about the music. Ms. May said they would be 
willing to. Ms. Las added that there really are no close neighbors to Ski Ward. But Mr. George 
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countered that music can carry. Ms. Hollenback said that they had no late evening operating hours 
and that the music may only be for a portion of the day when they are open, depending on the 
schedules of the musician(s). The market closes at 6:30pm, and the vendors are gone by 7pm. So if 
the music did not end at 6:30pm, it would at least end by 7pm once the vendors were packed up.   

 Mr. Schaetzke asked if the musicians would be solo acts. Ms. Hollenback responded that they would 
probably be small acts with one (1), two (1), or three (3) people, and mostly performing folk or 
bluegrass-type music. Mr. Schaetzke followed with whether there might be a stage or a bigger 
production at times. Ms. Hollenback answered, No, it is not their intent to offer large musical events. 

 Mr. Confalone clarified that the noise level would be below the nuisance level. Ms. Hollenback said 
they would have to study other farmers markets a bit more on this subject. She said she was in favor 
of using the same musicians that the others markets have used regularly/would recommend and who 
would already be used to this format. 

Abutters 
 Jen Anderson, General Manger of Ski Ward, added that they had talked to Lucy Ward, the owner, 

about the music before she had signed the application and that she was fine with it. 
 As there were no additional comments from the public, the hearing was closed. 
Board Discussion 
 The Board agreed the requests were reasonable and discussed the conditions to impose.  
 Mr. George asked Ms. Las if the approving the Farmers Market for music also extended to Ski Ward 

being able to provide music. No, this is for the Farmers Market only. 
 

VOTE TAKEN:  
Motion:  Mr. Schaetzke moved to approve the Special Permit Amendment 1000 Main Street. 
Mr. George seconded. Motion carried. 
Hearing 4:  The Special Permit Amendment 1000 Main Street Drive was unanimously 
approved, with the following conditions: 

1. Maintain the same conditions as specified in the original Special Permit 
granted on April 28, 2014 (such as hours, etc.). 

2. May have no more than thirty (30) vendors. 
 
New Business: 
Request for Extensions 
235 Main Street – Dr. Peter T. Zacharia 
Use Variance – Medical office building in a residential district 
Variance – Sign (square footage & front setback) 
 
Atty. Richard Ricker was present to represent the appellant, as he had at the original hearing in April of 
2014. He asked that six (6) month extensions be granted for the Variances as Dr. Zacharia needs more 
time to proceed with the project. 
 

VOTE TAKEN:  
Motion:  Mr. Schaetzke moved to approve the six (6) month extensions for the Use Variance 
and Variance for 235 Main Street. Mr. Gordon seconded. Motion carried. 
New Business:  The six (6) month extensions for the Use Variance and Variance for 235 Main 
Street were unanimously approved. 
 

Withdrawal Policy 
Mr. Schaetzke suggested that our withdrawal policy gives people “two bites of the apple” or more than 
one (1) try to get their request granted after their first hearing has closed. So he thought it was worth a 
discussion.  
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Mr. Rosen said, however, that he was in support of the policy as is because in most cases, the second 
plan or request that is submitted turns out to be better than the first. He said he also sees no reason for 
applicants to have to wait two (2) years following an ungranted petition in order to submit an alternate 
plan. Applicants also have the option to go to the Planning Board to appeal a Zoning Board decision; 
however, only one (1) appeal has been granted this way in the past.   
 
Ms. Las reminded them that there is also the provision that a request may be reconsidered within seven 
(7) days if there is unanimous consent of all members. This happens rarely; it has only happened twice 
before in recent memory. 
 
Mr. Gordon suggested the policy be left as is. All agreed. 
 
Old Business: 
Master Plan Update 
Ms. Las reported that at the last Master Plan Steering Committee meeting in April they discussed Land 
Use in depth. They also reviewed the Transportation element draft document which had been heavily 
revised. At the next meeting in late May, they will have the entire draft ready to review. It will also be 
posted on the Town’s website. She reminded the Board that in the fall they plan to present it first to the 
Planning Board, second to the Selectmen, and third at the Town Meeting to be recognized. 
 
Mr. Gordon added that he had attended the April meeting. He commented Ms. Las and the consultants 
were doing a great job.  
 
Ms. Las said she hoped the plan would serve the Town for the next ten to twenty (10-20) years. Mr. 
Gordon said he believed the State likes more current five (5) year plans when applying for grants, etc. 
Ms. Las replied that there is actually no Massachusetts statute for this. However, through the creation of 
this draft template, she said it could more easily be updated/augmented in future as needed.   
 
Correspondence: 
None. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7:47 PM. 

Respectfully submitted by,   
   
         
        __________________________  
        Michele M. Bowers    

 
        Reviewed by,       
        
 

__________________________  
Kristen Las, AICP 

               
Approved by vote of the Board,  

            
    
        __________________________ 

Paul M. George, Clerk 
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Date 
of Recorded

ZBA 
Hearing Request Purpose Decision

at
Registry

2/10/1999 Special Permit To have chiropractic business in home. Approved with 3 year time limit No
4/24/2002 Special Permit To renew permit for chiropractic business in home. Approved with 5 year time limit No
4/29/2003 Variance To build 15'x20' addition on side of home (2 car garage w/2 bedrooms & bath). Approved Yes

1/5/2010 Special Permit To renew permit to have chiropractic business in home & to allow additional medical 
services. Approved with 5 year time limit No

12/7/2010 Variances To allow the installation of a professional business sign & to allow sign to be located 
closer (15’) than one-half the depth of the required front yard setback (25’). Approved No

The SP decisions for 2/10/1999, 4/24/2002 and 1/5/2010 are attached.

Summary of 196 Main St / Hokanson Hearings before ZBA Board
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